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which is not open to serious question. In the first place, the evOvs 
clause is very much in place, coming as it does, in the best-attested 
texts, between the totc clause and the ko.1 IBov clause as a natural link 
in the chain of circumstantial evidence given by Matthew, here and 
elsewhere, to Christ's care in fulfilling all righteousness. Thus the tidvs 
itself belongs precisely where it stands, with avi^rj, and the "forced 
usage " is that suggested by Dr. Blass. The matter of the added vowel 
in tvOvs is not of moment, but, the shorter form being so exceptional in 
Matthew, points possibly toward his independence rather than toward 
his dependence in authorship. The probable use of ore in Sin. Syr. 
serves to emphasize the circumstantial and time element already noted. 
The subject of elSev is Jesus beyond debate, as is also the case in the 
parallel passage in Mark, and this is not contrary, but complementary, 
to the record in John 1:32. Moreover, it is not contrary to vs. 17 — ovroy 
«mv — but rather again a proof of its origin in Matthew, the "inter- 
preting evangelist." The "best-attested" text here, even according to 
Dr. Blass, does not coincide with Codex D. The statement, finally, that 
evflvs "in any case has been transferred" from Mark to Matthew, and 
the supposition that the fuller form of the Curetonian and Sinaitic 
Syriac texts " presuppose that some copyist missed the account of the 
baptism," are, like the conclusion our author reaches, entirely gratu- 
itous- Chas. F. Sitterly. 
Drew Theological Seminary, 
Madison, N. J. 

Die vier Evangelien im berichtigten Text, mit kurzer 
Erlauterung zum Handgebrauch bei der Schriftlek- 
tOre. Von Bernhard Weiss. Leipzig: Hinrichs, 1900. 
Pp. ix + 604. M. 12. 

Professor Weiss' preface occupies five pages, his introduction 
seventeen, his text of the four gospels and his brief explanations, the 
former on the upper half of the page and the latter on the lower half, 
587 pages. The preface states the principles of textual criticism which 
the author has followed, with which readers of Professor Weiss' critical 
works are familiar. The absolutely original text cannot now be 
restored, but from a comparison of the four gospels the chief classes of 
errors can be discovered, for variations came in most abundantly 
through the assimilation of one gospel to another. The introduction 
deals briefly with questions of (technical) introduction to the four gos- 
pels : (1) Our present Greek Matthew was written shortly after the 
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destruction of Jerusalem by a Jew of the dispersion, who drew his 
material from the Logia of Matthew and the second gospel. (2) Mark 
wrote his gospel in Rome in the latter part of the sixth decade of the 
first century, for materials making use of the Logia of Matthew and 
the reminiscences of Peter. (3) Luke wrote before 80 A. D. for gentile 
Christians of Italy, using as sources : (a) the Logia of Matthew, (b) oral 
traditions, (c) the second gospel, and (d) a. Palestinian document, par- 
ticularly in the account of the passion and resurrection. (4) The fourth 
gospel was written by John the evangelist at Ephesus near the close of 
the first century, not with stenographic precision repeating the words 
of Jesus, nor yet with a purpose of delineating a new Christ, but with 
the design of showing the Christ personally known and personally 
interpreted by the Spirit to the evangelist, in such a manner as to 
appeal to the cultured and speculative minds of his time. The explana- 
tions of the author — a specimen of masterly condensation — explain 
paragraphs, parallels, and literary relations, rather than single words. 
This is supplementary to Dr. Weiss' commentaries in the Meyer series, 
and not superfluous repetition. 

But the chief value of this volume lies in the text itself. Twelve 
years ago the author said to his present reviewer that there was no 
-better text of the New Testament than Westcott and Hort's (= WH). 
Here, however, is one which the author must now regard as superior. It 
is important, therefore, to compare this text with that of Westcott and 
Hort. Professor Weiss uses capitals only for proper names (but gives 
irarava, opovs riov iXaiS>v, aypbv rov /ccpa/xcws, dypos ai/AOTOs, upaviov tottos, 
where WH use capitals). WH employ capitals in quotations from the 
Old Testament ; for Kvpios, when meaning Jehovah ; for Xpurros, when 
anarthrous ; for the initial of all direct quotations, the beginning of all 
paragraphs, of all sentences after a space and many other sentences. 
Professor Weiss makes fewer paragraphs than WH (in Matthew, 48 to 
WH 73; Mark, 40 to WH 51 ; Luke, 43 to WH 79; John, 39 to WH 
46) ; but punctuates very much more freely, especially with commas 
and colons, setting off attributive and participial clauses, and nouns in 
apposition, with commas, and introducing direct quotations and most 
dependent sentences with colons. In spelling Professor Weiss, in 
comparison with WH, shows a disposition to use the more regular 
forms {IXderia, rjXOov, ippapav, eiirov, u8op.ev, etc., instead of iXOdrw, rjXOav, 
ipvf/av, «Wav, a8a/tev, etc.) ; a preference for diphthongs (e. g., Kepaia, 
i£a.i(j>vr)S, dvtu'Soav, <pu>T€tv6v, (TKOtcivov, Sdraov, Kaioupetas, etc., instead of 
Ktpia, i£e<f>vr)s, ava&av, i^xotivov, (TKotivov, Sdviov, Viaurapias, etc.). Professor 
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Weiss uses the smooth instead of the rough breathing on 'E£eKias, 
Avra, 'Ecrpai/*., but the rough instead of the smooth on 'Iepoo-dXv/aa, 
'HXeia, 'Icpefiias, "EX/iaSa/a, "Hp, and 'Iepeix*'- He has a disposition to 
omit iota subscript (e. g., in all infinitives of contract verbs in aw, in 
'HpcoS^s, and X<£0pa). He employs the dieresis in 'Herafas, Kai°a<£a, 
KaV'vov, Natv, Bijtfo-aiSa, irpoitos. In the genealogical table given by 
Matthew he prefers 'Ao-a to 'A<rd<p, *Ax<i£ to 'Ayas, 'A/mov to *A/«6s ; in 
Luke's list, MeXea to MeXea, Mewa to Mtwa, 'Iw/^S to 'L0/377X, MetfowaXa 
to MeOowraXd ; he prefers Na£ap«0 throughout to Na£ap«T ; and in Matt. 
28:1, Mapidp. to Mapia (ij MaySaXiyv^). Changes in reading, too 
numerous to give in detail, relate to voice, mood, tense, case, and sub- 
stitution. A few examples from the gospel of Matthew may indicate 
their general purport: 7:18, ivcyictiv for irotttv; 10:16, eis pecrov for 
iv p,€<r<o ; 10 : 25, t<3 oiKoSeo-irorg for tov otKo<5«r7roT7/v, tois oikux/cois for tovs 
otKiaKovs ; 12 : 22, Trpou-qvi)(6yj . . . . os for irpocrrjveyKav . . . . ov ; 17:23, 
dvaoTT/erercu for iyepBrjcrerai ; 24 : 24, TrXavi/trai for irXavacrdai ; 27:4, a^wov 
for Sixatov. 

This book is an evidence of close, scholarly toil by one whose long 
years of devotion to these subjects qualify him to speak as an authority; 
and yet one misses the marks of critical dubiety, which enable the 
reader of WH to weigh and decide for himself between variant read- 
ings. Here the author's judgment stands alone and unchallenged 
by alternatives. Here, too, one misses the capitalization and indenta- 
tion of poetical quotations from the Old Testament. But one is helped 
to see the logical connection of thought and the relation of part to 
part by the new paragraphing and punctuation ; and this, after all, is 
the best assistance which can be rendered an exegete. 1 

Alfred Williams Anthony. 

Cobb Divinity School, 
Lewiston, Me. 

Der schriftstellerische Plural bei Paulus. Von Karl 
Dick. Halle: Niemeyer, 1900. Pp. iv + 169. M. 3.60. 

It is a pleasure to read this study, the steps of which are so clearly 
conceived and logically carried out. Exegetes and grammarians have 

1 The following errata in the Greek text of the synoptics may be listed with those 
already given by the author: p. 19, 1. 5, read "Axof for Axof ; p. 40, 1. 8, »coJ for k al; 
p. 103, 1. 14, \aXovrros for XaXoSires; p. 175, 1. 4, (totci) for kmHi; p. 193, 1. 8, ixct^ov 
for lullpv; p. 206, 1. 4, "RpiiSxi for HpiMu ; p. 208, 1. 3, oiSrofs- for afa-OK. ; p. 249, 1. I, 
ixoiaas for &KOV<ras ; p. 266, 1. I, tyrav for ijffoc; p. 275, 1. II, diro- for diro; p. 348, 
1. I. v for xi ; p. 421, 1. 7, Papq0u<nv for pafn)0w<rv. 



